Evidence for Prosecution.
Dr Bernard H. Spikbury
hydrogen; would that be suitable or not?—Yes, particularly suit-
able, because peroxide cleanses any bottle very efficiently of any
trace of arsenic, and the mere washing it with water would com-
pletely remove such a trace.
Supposing you had to choose from poison bottles on a shelf,
and you wanted to find a bottle particularly free from traces of
arsenic, would you or would you not choose one which had con-
tained peroxide of hydrogen?—I doubt if I could select a better
one.
Further cross-examined by Sir H. curtis beitnett—I cannot
agree to the proposition that there is considerable migration in the
body in relation to the place in which you would find arsenic,
such as, for instance, from the liver into the caecum, after death.
I refer you to Witthaus's woik on "Toxicology," 1911, page
539—" Inferences as to the distribution which existed at death,
drawn from such analyses, are, we believe, entirely unreliable,
as it is impossible in the present condition of our knowledge to
form any adequate idea of the degree to which it has been subse-
quently modified by post-mortem migration"?—No, I disagree
with that.
By Mr. justice darling—Read further on; it says, " That
such post-mortem distribution occurs with arsenic introduced into
tEe cadaver after death cannot be questioned; and if arsenic
introduced during life does not travel from one tissue to another
after death, it is because it has formed an insoluble compound with
the constituents of the tissues, a supposition in favour of which
there is little evidence and against which the rapid elimination
of arsenic during life militates strongly." Do you agree with
that?—No, my lord, I do not. I think that passage is based en-
tirely on erroneous inferences. 01 course, if the body putrifies
and the organs become fluid or semi-fluid, then the arsenic would
pass in a fluid condition from one part to another.
Then the arsenic would move about with it?—Yes.
By Sir H. cuetis bennett—And any liquid in the tody would
have the effect of taking the arsenic not already absorbed to different
portions of the body?—If there was putrefaction.
No, without that—you say in fluid in the caecum this arsenic
was found?—Yes.
That may migrate, may it not, after death 1—If there were fluid
in the peritoneal cavity it is possible that a migration of a certain
amount of ^arsenic might take place from one part to another.
Further re-examined by the attorney-general—I am sorry
I must put a question on this. I think you said something about
the peritoneal cavity?—Yes.
That is outside the bowels, is it not?—The cavity in which the
bowel lies, and occasionally at the time of death a watery fluid ia
found in that cavity, but none was found in this case.
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